
Dr. John Whaler 
Palear Physics Laboratory 
Princeton Unlversi ty 
Prl ncoton, N. 3. 

0-r Dr. Uhoolsr: 

This fs really I followup to my Iotter of SoptcrJlber 18, 1958. I have had 
no acknowledgment of thts, and hope this Just means that thoro YYLS nothing much 
to rejoin with rather than that the Iottor wont astray. 

I brought up the question there of the iraportrnca of tools of I Imfted, as 
well as of ultim*tr, warfare. I also suggested that (from my own poor vantage 
point) &ha& It seamed us if a dfsproportionatoly mull amount of ‘advrncd 
proJect thinking’ WE going into these, and e.g., into the generai question of 
autautlon of inf8ntry functions. 

I may have been partly wrong, Judging from rocont pubi icf ty on t the ground 
cushion phenanenon’, whfch obviously supplies romOthing of the needed machinery 
for trrnsport. But there is also some grrblod testimony (900 enclosure) by Genera1 
8ri tton that I hope is either irrelevant to, or evene smokescreen for, what lo 
r-1 ly bslng thought about. In my case, t hope to bring this to your attention 
to help assure that you and your coilsagues are pressing for a fundmenta~ consfdora- 
tion of the actual functions of “that final man on the ground” and rho extent to 
which he can be replaced or amplified by autocpats. General Brltton’s st&tauent 
does not sound very convincing to a laym8n in his field. 

The ‘motor’ end of this device dorsnlt’&W to present anqvory serious probims: 
perhaps the sonsory e sido does, and you hsva to do some thinking about . 
refined systems of IFF. Optimally, thfs has to rlJut discriminate four targets, 
friend, foe, nwtral md surrendered-foe; in many situations, you might rattle for 
the first two. 

You wfil not want to give me any follomrp on this, but I hope you can toll me 
enough that the problem is being glv8n adequate review sOI1MWhere. 
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